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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to the following communications: RCE filed 05/02/2007. 

2. Claims 1-4, 6-14, 16-29 are pending in the case. Claims 1, 12, 18, 23, and 25 are the 
independent claims. Claims 1, 12, 18, 23, and 25 are the amended claims. The applicant is 
advised that a new examiner has been assigned to the case. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

3. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 37 CFR 
117(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is eligible for 
continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been 
timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 05/02/2007 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-4, 6-14, 16-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yasue et al (hereinafter Yasue) U.S. Patent No. 6289345 issued Sept. 11, 2001, in view of 
Jungreis et al. (hereinafter Jungreis) U.S. Publication No. 20050209831 published Sept. 22, 
2005 with a 102(e) date of Nov. 15, 2000, in further view of Leblang et al. (hereinafter 
Leblang) U.S. Patent 5,574,898 issued Nov. 12, 1996. 

In regard to Independent claims 1 and 12, Yasue teaches a method and a device for displaying 
metadata placed on a document, comprising: 
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• Accepting a command to load a document file that corresponds to the document into a 
memory of a computing device, wherein the document contains drawings and metadata 
elements and wherein the metadata elements comprise at least one of a person's name, 
a revision identifier, and a document title, but do not include the drawings or dimensions 
(Yasue column 4, lines 15-20 and figure 8 and column 7, lines 30-50). Yasue teaches a 
process of accepting a file in memory from a workstation. The document contains 
metadata that is retrieved from the meta-database and the document metadata does not 
contain a drawing, as the model data is stored in a different location. The metadata has a 
revision number and a title (See column 5, lines 57-65 and figure 1). 

• A computer-aided design application accepting, by way of an interface a command to 
assign a label to each of a plurality of metadata elements in the document file (See figure 
6a and 6b) Yasue shows the application assigning a label to the metadata elements (See 
also figure 4). Yasue teaches that each component and component number is stored as 
metadata and the attributes of the component have an object number, software name, 
design date, designer, etc that all can be considered labels on the metadata elements. 

• Displaying at least one of the plurality of metadata elements in response to a command 
to display the label assigned to the at least one of the plurality of metadata elements, 
thereby allowing a user to verify a value of the at least one of the plurality of metadata 
elements wherein only metadata elements that are located in predefined locations of the 
document file are displayed (Yasue Figure 3b) Yasue shows metadata displayed in a 
specific location where the metadata elements and the values are displayed (See also 
column 5, lines 47-65). 

• Yasue describes a batch process to export metadata and model data from the server 
regarding a specific component. The export can occur when the user is looking for a 
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specific component or object but Yasue does not expressly teach updating incorrect 
metadata values via batch. 

Yasue does not expressly teach: 

• Determining that at least a portion of one of the plurality of metadata elements is 
incorrect 

However, Jungreis teaches a process of tracking and controlling changes to metadata 
elements where a change in one element will cause a corresponding update to other 
metadata elements that are related and required to be updated (See Page 2, Para 0016 
and 0021, 0027 and 0031). Jungreis and Yasue both maintain metadata from a CAD 
application and provide a process of letting a user make changes to the data. Jungreis 
suggests a delayed processing of model changes until a process can make the changes 
(See Para 0031), which could be a batch process. However, Yasue in view of Jungreis 
do not expressly teach a command line interface or an automatic bulk correcting process 
during batch. 

Yasue in view of Jungreis does not expressly teach: 

• A command line interface 

• Automatically bulk correcting only the incorrect metadata elements located in the 
predefined locations by globally repeating the corrections in multiple locations of the 
document at one time with a batch process. 

Leblang teaches the missing limitations of a command line interface (see figure 8 and column 
18, lines 29-43). Leblang also teaches a batch process (See column 17, lines 60-67) that 
automatically process changes to versions of elements that have specific version label 
throughout the entire project (See column 18, lines 14-67 and column 19, lines 37-67 and 
column 21, lines 43-67 and figures 20-24). Leblang, Yasue, and Jungreis are analogous art 
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because they all teach a process of managing metadata in a CAD application. They also all 
teach a process of tracking items with labels. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention, having the teachings of Yasue, Jungreis and Leblang in front of them, to modify 
the system of Yasue to incorporate the propagated changes to related metadata elements to 
keep the model in sync and to incorporate the batch process of Leblang to update specific 
elements of the metadata at a specific time. The motivation to combine Yasue, Jungreis, and 
Leblang comes from the suggestion in Jungreis that it is necessary to track metadata 
changes to elements and then propagate the changes to a large group of elements to update 
all of the views in the 3d CAD model. Further, Leblang teaches a process of managing 
version changes to data elements for any type of document, Unix file, programs, libraries, 
structured databases, documentation files, and desktop publishing documents (See column 
20, lines 29-41). 

With respect to dependent claims 2 - 4, as indicated in the above discussion Yasue in view 
of Jungreis in further view of Leblang teach each element of claim 1 . 

Yasue in view of Jungreis do not expressly teach the method additionally comprising the step 
of accepting a command to correct the value of the at least one of the plurality of metadata 
elements where the command to correct is generated by the user or the device. However, 
this limitation would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention, in view of Leblang, because Leblang teaches a process that the system can 
perform the updates automatically or can originate from the user (See column 20, lines 15-20 
and column 22, lines 65-67 and column 23, lines 1-12 and figure 12 and column 23, lines 40- 
67). 
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With respect to dependent claim 6, Yasue teaches a method wherein the labels assigned to 
each of the plurality of metadata elements correspond to the value of the plurality of metadata 
elements (See figure 3b). Yasue shows the labels and values represented as metadata. 

With respect to dependent claims 7 and 14, Yasue teaches a method wherein the document is 
a drawing that describes an article of manufacture corresponding to a mechanical part (See 
Figure 3a and column 5, lines 49-55). 

With respect to dependent claim 8, Yasue teaches a method wherein the document is a drawing 
that describes an article of manufacture corresponding to one of an electrical device or a system 
that performs a computer function (See column 6, lines 20-25). 

With respect to dependent claim 9, as indicated in the above discussion Yasue in view of 
Jungreis in further view of Leblang teach each element of claim 1 . 
Yasue does not expressly teach wherein the displaying step further comprises displaying 
incorrect portions of the at least one of the plurality metadata elements in a manner that is 
discernable from correct portions of the at least one of the plurality of metadata elements. 
However, this limitation would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention, in view of Jungreis, because Jungreis teaches a process of indicating on the 
display when the items that correspond to a model change need to be changed. Providing and 
indication is a process of displaying elements in a manner that is discernable (See Para 0022 t 
0027, 0047, see symbols). 

With respect to dependent claim 10, Yasue teaches a method wherein the document is 
generated by the computer-aided design application (See column 4, lines 5-10). 
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With respect to dependent claim 11, Yasue teaches a method wherein the plurality of metadata 
elements is placed within tables on the document (See figure 3b and column 5, lines 10-15). 

With respect to dependent claim 13, claim 13 reflects substantially similar subject matter as 
claim 1 and thus is rejected along a similar rationale. 



With respect to dependent claim 16, as indicated in the above discussion Yasue in view of 
Jungreis in further view of Leblang teach each element of claim 12. 

Yasue does not expressly teach wherein the processor performs a correction to the at least some 
of the values of the plurality of metadata elements in response to a user specifying a correction to 
one of the values of the plurality of metadata elements. However, this limitation would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention, in view of Jungreis, because 
Jungreis teaches a process of updating any number of elements after a user has made changes 
to one element (See 0019, 0037, 0038, 0048). 

With respect to dependent claim 17, Yasue teaches a method wherein the document includes a 
plurality of pages that specifies an article of manufacture, and wherein the display displays the 
values of metadata elements on one of the plurality of pages in response to the processor 
receiving a corresponding command (See figure 3b). Yasue shows the labels and values 
represented as metadata. 

In regard to Claims 18-22, claims 18-22 reflect the substantially similar subject matter as claims 
12, 13, 9 respectively, and in further view of the following are rejected along the same rationale. 
Yasue teaches the limitation of displaying certain metadata with certain string label (See figure 6a 
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and 9b) where the system finds the attribute information for a given object and the attributes 
contain characters strings such as design date, designer etc. 

In regard to Claims 23- 24, claims 23-24 reflect the substantially similar subject matter as claims 
12 and 16, respectively, and are rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to Claims 25- 29, claims 25-29 reflect the substantially similar subject matter as claims 
18 -20, respectively, and are rejected along the same rationale. 

It is noted that any citation to specific pages, columns, lines, or figures in the prior art 
references and any interpretation of the references should not be considered to be limiting in any 
way. A reference is relevant for all it contains and may be relied upon for all that it would have 
reasonably suggested to one having ordinary skill in the art. In re Heck, 699 F.2d 1331, 1332- 
33,216 USPQ 1038, 1039 (Fed. Cir. 1983) (quoting In re Lemelson, 397 F.2d 1006,1009, 158 USPQ 275, 
277 (CCPA1968)). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-4, 6-14, 16-29 have been considered but are moot in view 
of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Steven B. Theriault whose telephone number is (571) 272-5867. The examiner can 
normally be reached on M, W, F 10:00AM - 8:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Weilun Lo can be reached on (571) 272-4847. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-directuspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 
at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative 
or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272- 
1000. 
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